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conditions. Specifically, 10 CFR Part 50,
Appendix G, states, ‘‘The appropriate
requirements on both the pressure-
temperature limits and the minimum
permissible temperature must be met for
all conditions.’’ Appendix G of 10 CFR
Part 50 specifies that the requirements
for these limits are the American
Society of Mechanical Engineers
(ASME) Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code
(Code), Section XI, Appendix G Limits.

To address provisions of amendments
to the technical specifications (TS) P–T
limits, the licensee requested in its
submittal dated February 23, 2000, that
the staff exempt ComEd from
application of specific requirements of
10 CFR Part 50, Section 50.60(a) and
Appendix G, and substitute use of
ASME Code Cases N–588 and N–640.
Code Case N–588 permits the
postulation of a circumferentially-
oriented flaw (in lieu of an axially-
oriented flaw) for the evaluation of the
circumferential welds in RPV P–T limit
curves. Code Case N–640 permits the
use of an alternate reference fracture
toughness (KIC fracture toughness curve
instead of KIa fracture toughness curve)
for reactor vessel materials in
determining the P–T limits. Since the
pressure stresses on a circumferentially-
oriented flaw are lower than the
pressure stresses on an axially-oriented
flaw by a factor of two, using Code Case
N–588 for establishing the P–T limits
would be less conservative than the
methodology currently endorsed by 10
CFR Part 50, Appendix G and, therefore,
an exemption to apply the Code Case
would be required by 10 CFR 50.60(b).
Likewise, since the KIC fracture
toughness curve shown in ASME
Section XI, Appendix A, Figure A–
2200–1 (the KIC fracture toughness
curve) provides greater allowable
fracture toughness than the
corresponding KIa fracture toughness
curve of ASME Section XI, Appendix G,
Figure G–2210–1 (the KIa fracture
toughness curve), using Code Case N–
640 for establishing the P–T limits
would be less conservative than the
methodology currently endorsed by 10
CFR Part 50, Appendix G and, therefore,
an exemption to apply the Code Case
would also be required by 10 CFR
50.60(b).

The Need for the Proposed Action
The proposed exemption is needed to

allow the licensee to implement ASME
Code Case N–588 and Code Case N–640
in order to revise the method used to
determine the reactor coolant system
(RCS) P–T limits, because continued use
of the present curves unnecessarily
restricts the P–T operating window.
Since the RCS P–T operating window is

defined by the P–T operating and test
limit curves developed in accordance
with the ASME Section XI, Appendix G
procedure, continued operation of
Dresden with these P–T curves without
the relief provided by ASME Code Case
N–640 would unnecessarily require the
RPV to maintain a temperature
exceeding 212 degrees Fahrenheit in a
limited operating window during the
pressure test. Consequently, steam
vapor hazards would continue to be one
of the safety concerns for personnel
conducting inspections in primary
containment. Implementation of the
proposed P–T curves, as allowed by
ASME Code Cases N–588 and N–640,
does not significantly reduce the margin
of safety and would eliminate steam
vapor hazards by allowing inspections
in primary containment to be conducted
at a lower coolant temperature.

In the associated exemption, the staff
has determined that, pursuant to 10 CFR
50.12(a)(2)(ii), the underlying purpose
of the regulation will continue to be
served by the implementation of these
Code Cases.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The Commission has completed its
evaluation of the proposed action and
concludes that there are no significant
adverse environmental impacts
associated with the proposed action.

The proposed action will not
significantly increase the probability or
consequences of accidents, no changes
are being made in the types of any
effluents that may be released offsite,
and there is no significant increase in
occupational or public radiation
exposure. Therefore, there are no
significant radiological environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

With regard to potential
nonradiological environmental impacts,
the proposed action does not involve
any historic sites. It does not affect
nonradiological plant effluents and has
no other environmental impact.
Therefore, there are no significant
nonradiological impacts associated with
the proposed action.

Accordingly, the Commission
concludes that there are no significant
environmental impacts associated with
the proposed action.

Alternatives to the Proposed Action
As an alternative to the proposed

action, the staff considered denial of the
proposed action (i.e., the ‘‘no-action’’
alternative). Denial of the application
would result in no change in current
environmental impacts. The
environmental impacts of the proposed

action and the alternative action are
similar.

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use
of any resources not previously
considered in the Final Environmental
Statement for the Dresden Nuclear
Power Station, Units 2 and 3, dated
November 1973.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

In accordance with its stated policy,
on July 19, 2000, the staff consulted
with the Illinois State official, Frank
Niziolek of the Illinois Department of
Nuclear Safety, regarding the
environmental impact of the proposed
action. The State official had no
comments.

Finding of No Significant Impact

On the basis of the environmental
assessment, the NRC concludes that the
proposed action will not have a
significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
Commission has determined not to
prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed action.

For further details with respect to the
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter
dated February 23, 2000, which is
available for public inspection at the
NRC Public Document Room,The
Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC. Publicly available
records will be accessible electronically
from the ADAMS Public Library
component on the NRC Web site,
http:www.nrc.gov (the Electronic
Reading Room).

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 17th day
of August 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Anthony J. Mendiola,
Chief, Section 2, Project Directorate III,
Division of Licensing Project Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–21513 Filed 8–22–00; 8:45 am]
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COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–213]

Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power
Company, et al., Haddam Neck Plant;
Notice of Receipt and Availability for
Comment of License Termination Plan

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) is in receipt of and is making
available for public inspection and
comment the License Termination Plan
(LTP) for the Haddam Neck Plant (HNP)
located in Haddam, Connecticut.
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Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power
Company (CYAPC, or the licensee)
announced permanent cessation of
power operations of HNP on December
5, 1996. In accordance with NRC
regulations, CYAPC submitted a Post-
Shutdown Decommissioning Activities
Report (PSDAR) for HNP to the NRC on
August 22, 1997. The facility is
undergoing active decontamination and
dismantlement.

In accordance with 10 CFR
50.82(a)(9), all power reactor licensees
must submit an application for
termination of their license. The
application for termination of license
must be accompanied or preceded by an
LTP to be submitted for NRC approval.
If found acceptable by the NRC staff, the
LTP is approved by license amendment,
subject to such conditions and
limitations as the NRC staff deems
appropriate and necessary. CYAPC
submitted the proposed LTP for HNP by
application dated July 7, 2000. In
accordance with 10 CFR 20.1405 and 10
CFR 50.82(a)(9)(iii), the NRC is
providing notice to individuals in the
vicinity of the site that the NRC is in
receipt of the HNP LTP and will accept
comments from affected parties. Also,
the NRC staff will conduct a public
meeting in the vicinity of the HNP site
in the near future to discuss the HNP
LTP. A separate notice regarding this
meeting will be published in the
Federal Register when specific
arrangements for the meeting have been
made.

Written comments should be sent to:
Chief, Rules and Directives Branch,
Division of Administrative Services,
Mail Stop T–6 D59, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555–0001. Comments may be
hand-delivered to the NRC at 11545
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland,
between 7:45 a.m. and 4:15 p.m. on
Federal workdays.

The HNP LTP (ADAMS Accession
Number ML003735143) is available for
public inspection at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, The Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, N.W,
Washington, DC and is accessible
electronically from the ADAMS Public
Library component on the NRC Web
site, http://www.nrc.gov (the Public
Electronic Reading Room). The LTP may
also be viewed at the CYAPC Web site
at www.connyankee.com. 

For further information, contact: Mr.
Louis L. Wheeler, Mail Stop O–7-C2,
Project Directorate IV &
Decommissioning, Division of Licensing
Project Management, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,

D.C. 20555-0001, telephone 301–415–
1444, or e-mail dxw@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 16th day
of August 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Louis L. Wheeler,
Acting Chief, Decommissioning Section,
Project Directorate IV & Decommissioning,
Division of Licensing Project Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–21516 Filed 8–22–00; 8:45 am]
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Applications and Amendments to
Facility Operating Licenses Involving
No Significant Hazards
Considerations; Biweekly Notice

I. Background
Pursuant to Public Law 97–415, the

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(the Commission or NRC staff) is
publishing this regular biweekly notice.
Public Law 97–415 revised section 189
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended (the Act), to require the
Commission to publish notice of any
amendments issued, or proposed to be
issued, under a new provision of section
189 of the Act. This provision grants the
Commission the authority to issue and
make immediately effective any
amendment to an operating license
upon a determination by the
Commission that such amendment
involves no significant hazards
consideration, notwithstanding the
pendency before the Commission of a
request for a hearing from any person.

This biweekly notice includes all
notices of amendments issued, or
proposed to be issued from July 31,
2000, through August 11, 2000. The last
biweekly notice was published on
August 9, 2000 (65 FR 48744).

Notice of Consideration of Issuance of
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses, Proposed no Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The Commission has made a
proposed determination that the
following amendment requests involve
no significant hazards consideration.
Under the Commission’s regulations in
10 CFR 50.92, this means that operation
of the facility in accordance with the
proposed amendment would not (1)
involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an
accident previously evaluated; or (2)
create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any
accident previously evaluated; or (3)

involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. The basis for this
proposed determination for each
amendment request is shown below.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 30-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
30-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received before
action is taken. Should the Commission
take this action, it will publish in the
Federal Register a notice of issuance
and provide for opportunity for a
hearing after issuance. The Commission
expects that the need to take this action
will occur very infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Chief, Rules Review and
Directives Branch, Division of Freedom
of Information and Publications
Services, Office of Administration, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, and
should cite the publication date and
page number of this Federal Register
notice. Written comments may also be
delivered to Room 6D22, Two White
Flint North, 11545 Rockville Pike,
Rockville, Maryland from 7:30 a.m. to
4:15 p.m. Federal workdays. Copies of
written comments received may be
examined at the NRC Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The filing
of requests for a hearing and petitions
for leave to intervene is discussed
below.

By September 22, 2000, the licensee
may file a request for a hearing with
respect to issuance of the amendment to
the subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10
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